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Abstract

Diversity is an important property of datasets
and sampling data for diversity is useful in
dataset creation. Finding the optimally diverse
sample is expensive, we therefore present a
heuristic significantly increasing diversity rel-
ative to random sampling. We also explore
whether different kinds of diversity – lexi-
cal and syntactic – correlate, with the pur-
pose of sampling for expensive syntactic di-
versity through inexpensive lexical diversity.
We find that correlations fluctuate with differ-
ent datasets and versions of diversity measures.
This shows that an arbitrarily chosen measure
may fall short of capturing diversity-related
properties of datasets.

1 Introduction

Linguistic diversity is gaining a lot of attention in
recent NLP research, for a lot of practical reasons.
For instance, a desirable property of models is to
perform comparatively well on diverse sets on lan-
guages (Liu et al., 2024a; Gueuwou et al., 2023).
Outputs of generative models, notably in dialog
systems, are expected to be not only accurate but
also diverse (Gao et al., 2019; Alihosseini et al.,
2019; Xiang et al., 2024; Kim et al., 2024). More
diverse parameters (e.g., attention vectors) make a
model more relevant (Huang et al., 2019) and less
sensitive to adversarial attacks (Yang et al., 2024).
Diversity of human productions is seen as upper
bound for the diversity of a model’s output (Liu
et al., 2024b). Diversity of output data being close
to the one of input data is an indicator of fairness,
representativeness or accurateness, e.g., in sum-
marisation (Zhang et al., 2024) and active learning
(Xia et al., 2024). More diverse training data lead
to better system performances e.g. in semantic pars-
ing (Liu and Zeldes, 2023), dialog systems (Larson
et al., 2019), or question answering (Yadav et al.,
2024). To achieve such diverse datsets, data sam-
pling based e.g. on embedding outlier detection

(Larson et al., 2019) or uncertainty-and-diversity-
based active learning (Kim, 2020) can be used.

In these works, the notion of diversity is used
rather loosely, or is based on measures which are
selected in an ad hoc way. We believe that this is
largely due to the unawareness of long-standing
formal approaches to diversity developed in other
scientific domains, notably ecology (cf., §2).

In this paper we are interested in applying
ecology-inspired diversity measures, notably en-
tropy, to the problem of data sampling. We aim at
building a large corpus of French, automatically
parsed for morphosyntax, with two constraints.
Firstly, it should be large but manageable, i.e. its
parsing, storage and maintenance cost should not
be prohibitive. Secondly, it should still have suffi-
cient lexical and syntactic diversity to cover long-
tail phenomena.1

To this aim, we use very large raw corpora and
we rely on formal lexical and syntactic diversity
measures. We face two tractability problems: (i)
while lexical diversity can easily be calculated for
a raw text, finding the optimally diverse subset of a
very large set of texts is intractable, (ii) syntactic di-
versity quantification requires the data to be parsed
in advance, which is prohibitive with very large
data. In this context, we propose a data sampling
heuristic which is faster than an optimal method.
We address the following research questions:

Q1 Can this method select a corpus whose diver-
sity is significantly higher than at random?

Q2 Can lexical diversity help construct a syntacti-
cally diverse large corpus?

The experimental results allow us to give a posi-
tive answer to Q1. Concerning Q2, we show that it

1Long-tail phenomena are important e.g. in frame induc-
tion (QasemiZadeh et al., 2019), zero-shot identification of
multiword expressions (Ramisch et al., 2020), probing lan-
guage models for rare but interesting syntactic phenomena
(Misra and Mahowald, 2024; Weissweiler et al., 2024), etc.
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is necessary not to fix one’s attention on one diver-
sity measure (here Shannon-Weaver entropy) but
to rather examine its generalisation (Rényi, 1961).

2 Diversity measures

Formal approaches to diversity (Morales et al.,
2020; Chao et al., 2014) apportion elements into
categories. For instance in ecology – a field with
a long history of formal diversity –, species are
categories and individuals are elements.

We apply this principle to NLP datasets. For lex-
ical diversity, categories are unique token forms
(henceforth: forms) and elements are their occur-
rences. For instance in Fig. 1, datasets LvHb (Low
Variety High Balance) and HvLb (High Variety
Low Balance) have m = 10 elements each, and
n = 8 and n = 9 categories, respectively. For syn-
tactic diversity, categories are complete syntactic
subtrees containing only POS labels and depen-
dency relations, and elements are all instances of
these subtrees. For instance, in Fig. 1, LvHb and
HvLb have 5 and 8 categories, respectively (cf., Ap-
pendix 1), including the ones shown on the right,
having two elements highlighted in blue and red.

Given n categories and m elements, diversity is
measured along 3 dimensions: variety, balance,
and disparity (Morales et al., 2020). We here only
discuss variety and balance.

Variety tackles the number of categories: a
(pure) variety function is monotonic to n and its
most basic form is richness, i.e., just n. Thus, a
habitat with n species is more varied than with
n − 1, and HvLb with 9 forms and 7 subtress is
lexically and syntactically more varied than LvHb
with 8 forms and 5 subtrees.

Balance tackles the distribution of elements in
categories. A (pure) balance function reaches its
maximum when all categories are equiprobable.
Thus, a habitat with 50 octopuses and 50 squids
is more balanced than one with 60 and 40. LvHb
with 2 elements in each subtree is syntactically
more balanced than HvLb with subtrees having
more elements than others.

A large number of measures was proposed for
variety and balance in the past (Hill, 1973; Smith
and Wilson, 1996) and many are hybrids between
the two. For conciseness, we restrict our study
to entropies, as they encompass many diversity
functions and have a strong background. Consider
the non-zero probability distribution of categories
∆ = {p1, ..., pn}. Shannon and Weaver (1949)

entropy H may thus be computed as (here b = e):

H (∆) = −
n∑

i=1

pi logb (pi) (1)

When ∀pi ∈ ∆, pi =
1
n , H reaches its maximum

logb (n). It is thus hybrid of variety and balance.
(Rényi, 1961) generalizes entropy as Hα, which
is pure variety when α = 0. With growing α, Hα

accounts more for balance and less for variety:

H1 = H;Hα ̸=1 (∆) =
1

1− α
logb

(
n∑

i=1

pαi

)
(2)

Using data of our toy examples, we find:
LvHb HvLb

Dataset Lex. Syn. Lex. Syn.
H0 2.079 1.609 2.197 2.079
H1 2.025 1.609 2.163 1.973
H2 1.966 1.609 2.120 1.832

3 Source data

We wish to build a large syntactically parsed
French corpus, with sufficient lexical and syn-
tactic diversity to serve lexicon induction and
morphosyntactically-based studies. We use the
FTB-dep annotation schema (Candito et al., 2010)
for its ability to finely represent French syntax.

Our first source, now called BASE, is Big-
Science (Laurençon et al., 2022), and more pre-
cisely its three subcorpora: Europarl, French part
of the United Nations Corpus and Wikipedia2, for
a total of 833K documents and 1.5 billion tokens.
Their advantages are large sizes, clearly identified
sources and genres (parliamentary debates and en-
cyclopedia entries), few multilingual texts, and
clear licenses inspired by openness and fairness.

A major disadvantage of BASE is not to be
sufficiently diverse as far as genres are concerned,
which likely influences lexical and syntactic diver-
sity. Therefore, we use HPLT (De Gibert et al.,
2024), a massive multilingual dataset provided
by Internet Archive and CommonCrawl. In the
cleaned version of HPLT v1.2, texts were partly
filtered for dubious sources (pornographic, racist,
etc) and noisy paragraphs. They were also divided
into languages by majority vote over a number of
language predictors. We use the texts assigned
to French, for a total of 99.59M documents and
122.88B tokens. Less clean than BigScience (due

2Wikisource was also considered, but had many issues.



la pieuvre sauvage nage . la crique bleue brille . | D N A
LvHb The octopus wild swims . The cove blue shines . |

D N A V PONCT D N A V PONCT |

suj
det mod ponct

root suj
det mod ponct

root
det mod

la pieuvre aime l’ eau dans la crique bleue . | D N
HvLb The octopus likes the water in the cove blue . |

D N V D N P D N A PONCT |

suj
obj

dep

ponct

det det
obj.p

det mod

root

det

Figure 1: Two toy datasets with sample syntactic categories (on the right) and elements (inside the sentences).

to imperfect filtering and language prediction), this
dataset covers a wide range of fields and will be
useful to increase the diversity of BASE.

4 Diversity-driven data selection

As HPLT contains too much text, we select only
a number of tokens similar to BigScience (i.e.,
around 1.5 billion). To this aim, we use a data
augmentation process driven by lexical diversity,
which we define here as entropy (cf., §2), where el-
ements are tokens and categories are unique forms.

We start by randomly selecting around 6 bil-
lion documents from HPLT, to keep computation
time reasonable. Henceforth, this subset is called
HPLTsmall. We then apply Algorithm 1. Its objec-
tive is to extend a dataset with a restricted number
of new documents, while maximising lexical di-
versity. Precisely, given an initial dataset I (here
BASE), a new dataset N (here HPLTsmall), and
a target size S (here 3.1 billion), we select doc-
uments from N which, added to I , increase I’s
size to S while maximising lexical diversity. Doc-
uments from N selected this way to be added to
I are called Ndiverse (here HPLTdiverse), and the
final corpus, containing I and Ndiverse is called
TOTAL.

The optimal choice of Ndiverse would require a
very high computational cost. Consider a dataset
as a set of undividable blocks A. (e.g., a set of sen-
tences or a set of texts). The question is: which sub-
set B ⊆ A maximises Hα? An exhaustive search
of P (A) – the power set of A, the set of all pos-
sible subsets of A – would take O

(
2|A|
)
, which

is not tractable. Therefore, we use a heuristic to
approximate it.

We start with the working corpus W equal to I
(l. 1). In the internal loop (l. 5-15), we consider one

candidate document n from N at a time. We filter
and normalise it (l. 6) to avoid artificial increase in
diversity.3 We check if, added to W , n increases
entropy (l. 7). If so, we check if this increase in
entropy is higher than for a previously found docu-
ment d (l. 9). If so, d becomes n (l. 10). Note that,
the next optimal document d to add is not chosen
from the whole corpus N but, for tractability, we
stop when we found "enough" documents increas-
ing entropy (l. 8 and 11). Then we pick the best of
them d and add it to the working corpus W (l. 12).

Variable e, for exhaustivity of search, tells us
how many documents we have to look at before
we pick the optimal one to append to W . If e
is too high, we might not reach the intended size
S. Therefore, the array E gives several exhaustiv-
ity values in decreasing order. If S has not been
reached, we become less exhaustive, i.e., we go to
the next e.

We return W (which then becomes TOTAL)
as soon as it has exceeded S (l. 15), or when all
exhaustivity levels have been considered.

5 Diversity evaluation

The initial lexical H of BASE is 7.02 for
1,538,617,909 tokens. Applying Algorithm 1,
TOTAL obtains an entropy Hdiverse of 7.98.
While 0.96 may appear as a small increase, it is in
fact large due to the logarithmic nature of entropy.
To verify the effectiveness of Algorithm 1 in se-
lecting a diverse corpus, we will answer the two
research questions defined in §1.

3(Telephone) numbers, HTML and XML tags, URLs, file
paths, emoticons, series of punctuations, phonetic characters,
series of alphanumerical tokens, and characters outside of
the French range are represented by a unique token for each
category, e.g., [NUMBER].



Algorithm 1 Algorithm to heuristically sample
data while maximising entropy.
Require: I , an initial dataset
Require: N , another dataset to select from
Require: E, a decreasing array of exhaustivity search param-

eters (positive integers)
Require: S, maximum size of resulting dataset
Ensure: I increased with fragments of N (while maximising

entropy)
1: W ← I , the working dataset
2: for each e ∈ E do, for each exhaustivity level
3: f ← 0, counter for current exhaustivity
4: d← ∅, document to append
5: for each n ∈ N do, for each document
6: n← normalised (n)
7: if H (W ∪ n) > H (W ) then
8: f ← f + 1
9: if H (W ∪ n) > H (W ∪ d) then

10: d← n
11: if f = e then
12: W ←W ∪ d
13: f ← 0
14: d← ∅
15: if |W | > S then return W

return W

Q1 To test Q1, in addition to Ndiverse, we con-
struct Nrandom by randomly selecting sentences
from HPLTsmall until reaching S. We repeat this
with 20 different seeds. We test whether entropy
for these 20 random samples follows a normal dis-
tribution Hrandom ∼ N (x;µ, σ). We consider the
null hypothesis h0 to be Hrandom follows a normal
distribution, and the alternative hypothesis h1 to
be it does not follow a normal distribution.4 As it
is not significant (p ≈ 0.26), it is likely we have a
normal distribution.

For this normal distribution, µ ≈ 7.656 and σ ≈
9.027e− 4, and the value of Hdiverse is away from
µ by ≈ 347σ. The p-value is ≈ 0.5 Thus, Ndiverse

is highly significantly more diverse than at random,
which confirms the effectiveness of Algorithm 1.

Q2 Checking the correlation between lexical and
syntactic diversity requires the corpus to be parsed,
which is prohibitive even for HPLTsmall. Since
BASE has already been parsed, we use it for the
correlation estimation. We split it into 705 blocks
of 100K sentences. Lexical and syntactic Hα with
α ranging from 0 to 5 are calculated for each block.
Spearman and Pearson correlations are calculated
at each level of α.

We find that the Correlation scores between Lexi-
cal and Syntactic Diversities (CLSD) cannot easily
be exploited (cf., Fig. 2). Firstly, the choice of

4See Python’s scipy.stats.normaltest.
5p is lower than the precision of a 64-bit double.

Figure 2: Correlation between lexical and syntactic
Hα, according to α. Europarl (dotted), UN corpus
(dashed), Wikipedia (dash-dotted), and the union of
all three (solid). Blue for Pearson, red for Spearman.

α highly impacts CLSD. The precise choice of α
(i.e., whether considering more variety or more
balance) must thus be thought through. Secondly,
across datasets and α values, CLSD is not constant.
Approximating syntactic through lexical diversity
would therefore require some amount of parsing
to see if for the studied dataset CLSD are usable.
Thirdly, within a specific genre, CLSD do not seem
consistent: we see little resemblance between Eu-
roparl and UN corpus, despite both of them be-
ing parliamentary debates. Finally, the union of
datasets (cf., solid curves) shows special properties:
while Pearson correlation is positive or slightly be-
low 0 for subcorpora (Europarl, UN corpus, and
Wikipedia), the union dips at −0.43 near α = 1.

These results might be interpreted by non-
compositionalty of the diversity calculus. Given
two datasets D1 and D2, the diversity of their
union depends on their similarity. For instance, the
variety of the union depends on if D1 and D2 have
disjoint categories or not. The balance of the union
can be high when D1 and D2 are unbalanced but
share categories with inverse distribution patterns.
More insight is needed to exploit these results.

These results do not provide a definitive con-
clusion for Q2. The use of lexical diversity did
not increase syntactic diversity, but there are still
research directions to be explored in this area.

6 Conclusions and future work

We proposed an algorithm for diversity-driven data
sampling which is tractable compared to optimal
solution and still significantly increases the lexical
diversity of a dataset. We showed that correlation
between lexical and syntactic diversities is not reli-
able enough for syntactic diversity to be approxi-
mated by lexical diversity. The algorithm may be
use to sample for high syntactic diversity, but more
insights are needed to reduce annotation cost.



7 Limitations

The block size in the second experiment is arbitrary,
as such we cannot ensure that another value would
have yielded the same results. Our experiments are
limited to French. The way the algorithm is coded
favours sentences at the beginning of files, and
longer documents. The syntax used to compute the
syntactic diversity is predicted and as such contains
errors. Some rare phenomena might especially be
badly predicted, which may impact the diversity
scores.

8 Ethical statement

The algorithm we presented in this article is ag-
nostic of the data. As such, when given a "clean"
BASE (i.e., that does not contain undesirable con-
tent), it tends to select previously unseen data, since
such data often increase diversity scores. The se-
lected data may have inappropriate content (e.g.,
pornographic or racist data), even after filtering for
data sources, as filters are often imperfect.

The authors have no known conflict of interest
with the authors of source data.
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A Appendix

Dataset Lexical Syntactic
Category Nb Elem Category Nb Elem

LvHb

. 2
D N A V PONCT

det mod

suj

ponct 2

la 2 D N A

det mod
2

bleue 1 D 2
brille 1 A 2
crique 1 PONCT 2
nage 1

pieuvre 1
sauvage 1

HvLb

la 2

D N V D N P D N A PONCT

suj

obj

dep

ponct

det det

obj.p

det mod 1

. 1
D N P D N A

det dep det

obj.p

mod 1

aime 1
P D N A

det

obj.p

det mod 1

bleue 1 D N A

det mod
1

crique 1 D N

det
1

dans 1 D 3
eau 1 A 1
l’ 1 PONCT 1

pieuvre 1

Table 1: Extracted categories per dataset in Figure 1.
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